Among studies of Brazilian social thought, a substantial subset has been dedicated to analysing the sociological contribution of Florestan Fernandes (1920Fernandes ( -1995. The auspicious critical fortune of diverse aspects of his trajectory can be detected across a wide range of analyses. These aspects can be summarized as:
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Among studies of Brazilian social thought, a substantial subset has been dedicated to analysing the sociological contribution of Florestan Fernandes (1920 Fernandes ( -1995 . The auspicious critical fortune of diverse aspects of his trajectory can be detected across a wide range of analyses. These aspects can be summarized as:
an exploration of the biographical factors that predisposed him to pursue an innovative analytic project, distinct from other approaches prevalent at the time, lending an exceptional singularity to his work; a decisive role in the expansion and modernization of the social sciences in Brazil and Latin America vis-à-vis other experiences; his rigorous application of the principles of the scientific method and, conversely, the prominent role of the university institution in shaping his ideas; a selective dialogue with the intellectual tradition considered in light of the author's creative assimilation of the dominant theories; the importance of his work in terms of creating the emergent academic style and profession of the social scientist; a pioneering development of collectively articulated research projects; the construction of new institutions and procedures in a still restricted university environment; a body of work that provides an innovative sociological contribution to our understanding of Brazil's modernization processes; the influence of his political positions, from the outset, on the selection and problematization of research objects and approaches to the same; an articulation between his research agendas and urgent social sociol. antropol. | rio de janeiro, v.08.01: 47 -68, jan.-apr., 2018 THE CONTEMPORARY RELEVANCE OF FLORESTAN FERNANDES 1 48 the contemporary relevance of florestan fernandes sociol. antropol. | rio de janeiro, v.08.01: 47 -68, jan.-apr., 2018 issues. Finally, this vast set of works can be arranged in accordance with the criteria established by the dominant schools, recognizing, of course, that these are not mutually exclusive and include combinations of attributes.
Nonetheless, observed over time, analytic trends can be perceived that trace back to the possibilities contained in his work, predisposing it to formulate responses to questions emerging from present day concerns. Put otherwise, since the questions formulated today themselves emanate from contemporary problems, innovative authors tend to be repositories open to reflection. Florestan Fernandes's distinct trajectory enables his work to be interpreted from the viewpoint of a wide variety of academic, intellectual and political agendas.
Generally speaking, it would seem justifiable to point to a certain predominance of political issues ever since the first more systematic interpretations of his trajectory, produced in the wake of Brazil's return to democracy -which exposed the repression unleashed during the military dictatorship, to which the sociologist himself had fallen victim -from the foundation of the Workers' Party (Partido dos Trabalhadores: PT), as well as the widespread participation of the university community and intellectuals in the campaign and subsequent election of Fernandes as a representative to the Chamber of Deputies.
2 This interpretative tendency persisted over the years and, to a certain extent, eclipsed a more detailed evaluation of the contributions made by the sociologist's opus.
Despite this fact, other studies are located in more distant academic domains and have privileged the treatment of the breadth of his work, very often taking root on the margins of whatever agenda is in vogue. Running between the mid-1980s and the start of the 1990s, the History of Social Sciences in Brazil Project developed in the countercurrent to the essentially politicized arguments of those interpretations, and drew from a variety of supports, privileging institutional aspects, but analysing these through the broad filter of the social history of practitioners and their immersion in multiple conditioning factors (Miceli, 1989; . This project -coordinated by the sociologist Sergio
Miceli -has become a benchmark and inspired new research. To a large extent, the project itself and the more recent studies are a product of the institutionalization of postgraduate studies in Brazil, along with the reorganization and differentiation of the Brazilian university system, leading to a renewed interest in disciplinary traditions.
3
The process of institutionalization of Brazilian social sciences took place during this period, an outcome of the combination of institutions created to promote research at postgraduate level, based on systematic training, the structured activities of professors-supervisors, research organized in thematic areas, and the selection of common problems and themes. This context fostered the examination of disciplinary traditions for diverse reasons, including the affirmation of scientific identities that mobilized hierarchies and emulated greatness. Irrespective of their motives, the volumes of works on known authors article | maria arminda do nascimento arruda who 'explained Brazil,' the so-called 'interpreters,' has been a characteristic feature of the country's social sciences, reviving the analytic models constructed by them, when not revitalizing the ways in which the problems and themes studied by them are approached. The underlying question, still not adequately pondered, is understanding the reason for the constant return to an agenda selected by authors of the past, inseparable from the formative process of these disciplines themselves, paradoxically intensified at a moment of a pronounced fragmentation of research objects and consequent disciplinary specialization.
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Generally speaking, social sciences in Brazil can be said to have become institutionalized by analysing the processes of social change linked to modernization and the construction of modern society, examined from the viewpoint of national development, especially during the 1950s, when these disciplines as a whole became absorbed in the country's problems -years in which the Brazil pursued "an ideal of the modern marked by progress, by self-improvement and limitless enhancement of the social, and by the orientation of values, interests, conducts and institutions" (Botelho, 2008: 15) . This was the decade when Florestan Fernandes's sociology was constructed and the so-called São Paulo
School of Sociology was organized. The school congregated his assistants, whose works affirmed a unique style of producing social sciences in the country (Arruda, 2005b), a period in which a new kind of specialized intellectuality mobilized their ideas for building projects for Brazil, seeking to regenerate the nation from a condemned past (Bastos, 2008) . In sum, these were years when people believed in the power of ideas and in the strength of the intelligentsia to produce keenly anticipated changes (Villas Boas, 2006) . A belief in the transformative power of ideas and the social use of knowledge. the area of applied knowledge. Nevertheless, they tend to corrupt the equilibrium that needs to exist, in the world of science, between positive causes and the extra-scientific causes of the investigations" (Fernandes, 1958a: 213) . Brazil. An essay of sociological interpretation) these concepts gave a creative impetus to the work and guided the narrative, leading him to develop categories adequate to the treatment of the problems and barriers typical of societies that have failed to achieve advanced forms of modern civility. to produce a work of 'academic Sociology.' On the contrary, the intention was, in the simplest language possible, to summarize the main lines of the evolution of capitalism and class society in Brazil. It comprises a free essay, which could not be written by anyone save a sociologist. But an essay that foregrounds the frustrations and hopes of a militant socialist" (Fernandes, 1975a: 9-10 ).
Despite its declared intentions, the books is an academic exercise in interpretation, in which the peculiarities of this style are vividly present. Interrogating the meaning of the notions of 'bourgeois,' 'bourgeoisie' and 'bourgeois revolution' in the Brazilian context, it seeks to "establish in preliminary fashion certain questions of heuristic scope" (Fernandes, 1975a: 15) . The decisive problem of the work is located in the discussion of the specificity of the construction of class society and bourgeois revolution in Brazil, seen through the lens of the formation of a bourgeois rationality, a bourgeois mentality, that is, an ethics of 'gain,' 'profit' and 'calculated risk.' 16 It is worth adding, an analysis too of the genesis of modern society in Brazil and the development of class society, questions that pervade the first part, dedicated to the study of the process of Independence and the unleashing of the bourgeois revolution. To examine this formative period, the author reviewed the universe of values informing the actions of the agents involved, highlighting the fact that the economic mentality in the colony "was subject to an inevitable distortion" (Fernandes, 1975a: 25) .
Naturally, the analysis foregrounds psychosocial dimensions in order to characterize the 'bourgeois spirit' -that is, it alludes to the universe of values of the agents and to the non-assimilation of the modern civilizational principles. Conceived from the perspective of the present, the analysis accentuates the pivotal role of culture in the construction of the directions taken by Brazilian modernization, relativizing the interpretations that envisage the central concern of the work to be "pre-eminently economic questions" (Nahoum, 2017: 18-19 ).
17
For this reason, the construction of national society, based on Independence and liberalism, as a doctrine of action of the 'native elites' is crucial, since it becomes possible, henceforth, to glimpse the emergence of new values orienting action. In other words, liberalism produces "specifically political forms of power organized for profitmaking" and, at least for part of society, demands "free competition" (Fernandes, 1975a: 48) . There emerged, therefore, "an area in 57 article | maria arminda do nascimento arruda which the 'competitive system' could coexist and collide with the 'estate system.'" Liberalism lay at the base of the emergence and structuring of national society, but, as since became mixed with components of earlier history, it was not always able to surpass them (Fernandes, 1975a: 39) . 18 Here the specificity of Brazil's historical formation comes to the fore, allowing him to discuss the problematics of the country's bourgeois revolution. In his take, (Fernandes, 1975a: 20) .
Centred on the social dynamic of the agents, the reflection seeks to understand "the formation of so-called 'modern Brazil,' a cultural flowering of the silent socioeconomic revolution, in which the political revolution would unfold, slowly, over time," (Fernandes, 1975a: 71) constructing a hybrid identity, composed of disparate traits, which lies at the core of Brazilian history.
The second part of the book -The formation of the competitive social order -comprises a fragment. As the title indicates, the author sets out to understand the formation of the competitive social order in countries, like Brazil, with a colonial history. "In dependent 'national societies,' of colonial origin, capitalism is introduced before the constitution of the competitive social order.
Here the work explores economic, social and political structures elaborated under a colonial regime, only partially and superficially adjusted to capitalist patterns of economic life" (Fernandes, 1975a: 149) . The incapacity to overcome the principles inherent to the previous social order, conferred limits to the "competitive style of social life" and to the "rational economic mentality." It was an urban commercial bourgeoisie, denominated an "intermediary social estate," (Fernandes, 1975a: 160) which expressed the new social values, but, nonetheless, could not or was incapable of breaking the powerful circle coming from the past.
Here we should emphasize in particular the close connection established, genetically, between substantially conservative social interests and values (or, in other terms: particularist and elitist) and the constitution of the competitive social order. Due to its historical, economic and political roots, it tied the present to the past as though it were an iron chain. While, at a certain historical moment, competition helped quicken the decline and collapse of the caste and estate society, at another moment, it chained the expansion of capitalism to a crude, rigidly particularist and fundamentally autocratic privatism, as though the 'modern bourgeois' were reborn from the ashes of the 'old master' (Fernandes, 1975a: 167-168) .
58 the contemporary relevance of florestan fernandes sociol. antropol. | rio de janeiro, v.08.01: 47 -68, jan.-apr., 2018 In this part of the book, Florestan Fernandes formulates the concept of autocracy, a notion derived, but transformed, from patrimonialism, which signifies a privatist relation with power. Irrespective of the political regime, the Brazilian elites appropriated the mechanisms of exercising power, an essential trait of the dynamic of Brazilian capitalism. This differentiates it from patrimonialism, since the latter relies on traditional values as a form of legitimation, while the former is fully effective even in a modern context.
Given that commercial activities, focused on the domestic capitalist market, were incapable of disentangling themselves from the logic that governed the movement of the past, its agents appealed to the same estate-based criteria as the slavery-based order, cultivating a lifestyle similar to that of the agrarian aristocracy (Fernandes, 1975a: 183) . The final outcome reflects a society whose barriers prevent the full emergence of a competitive social order and of the criteria inherent to a class structure, with visible and harmful consequences for the construction of "superior social relations" (Fernandes, 1975a: 196-197 ).
In the third part -Bourgeois revolution and dependent colonialism -are reasons, "dependent capitalism is generally, owing to its very nature, a difficult capitalism, which leaves just a few effective alternatives to the bourgeoisies that served it for a time as midwives and nannies. From this viewpoint, the shrinking field of historical action of the bourgeoisie expresses a specific reality, through which bourgeois domination appears as a historical connection not to the 'national and democratic revolution,' but rather to the affirmation of autocracy, the mark of our dependent capitalism and the kind of capitalist transformation that it supposes" (Fernandes, 1975a: 214) .
The impasses of the bourgeoisie are the dilemmas of a history dependent on the hegemonic centres, whose internal forces are incapable of breaking with the external bonds. The capitalist order collides with outside interference, given its diverse patterns of development that produce, for their part, a solidarity made of opposites. This is why the analysis of the "bourgeois revolution in
Brazil comprises the crisis of the bourgeois power, which is located in the current era and emerges as a consequence of the transition from competitive capitalism to monopolistic capitalism" (Fernandes, 1975a: 215) . And from this moment, the ruptures become manifested with full force. Ruptures that relate to the 59 article | maria arminda do nascimento arruda progress of the analysis and the categories that inform it. The last two chapters -"Nature and stages of capitalist development" and "The autocratic-bourgeois model of capitalist transformation" -shed light on these changes. They also elucidate a substantial part of his contribution to the understanding of the most recent decades of Brazilian history.
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The scale of the reflections developed in the book, the scope of the period covered and the essay style of the work, especially its consideration of the problem of the historical formation of Brazilian society, allow it to be included in the tradition of fundamental texts on the interpretation of Brazil -a work paradoxically completed at the moment when Florestan Fernandes's choices had turned away from the university. Even more significantly, it reveals a reversal in his ideas about essays dedicated to exploring the historical formation of the Brazilian nation, since he had previously rejected the essay as a legitimate expression of scientific knowledge, identifying it with the 'estate form' of intellectual life. Likewise, he had argued for the incompatibility between scientific sociology and the kind of historical reconstruction typical of essays (Fernandes, 1963: 230; Fernandes, 1958b: 45-46) . The author was unable to maintain the same systematic organization of ideas and the same belief in the inadequacy of the essay form for scientific discourse (Arruda, 2015b: 315) .
In fact, A revolução burguesa no Brasil represents a double breakthrough:
it overcomes Florestan Fernandes's sedimented conceptions of the nature of the scientific style, and it advances the essay form itself, given the character it acquires in the hands of the sociologist. In the broad historical period under consideration -from Brazil's Independence to the 1970s -the reconstruction of the process of modernizing the nation is infused with a defined critical position. However, the discourse remains that of specialized language, but whose development involves constant ruptures, at the same time as the analytic range becomes heavily distorted, introducing disharmony into the text, the discrepancies of which do not operate in line with the typical form of the essay -that is, as "construction of the deviation in the text and of the text itself as a deviation" (Duarte, 2016: 4-5) .
From the formal point of view, however, the book diverges from the clas- Cohn (1999) . Also during the period, the following were published: Soares (1997); Garcia (2002) , the result of a doctoral thesis presented in 1997; and Arruda & Garcia (2003) . The books by Heloisa Pontes (1998) and Fernanda Areas Peixoto (2000) , though dealing with other themes, contain interesting comparative analyses on Florestan Fernandes.
4 In an article published in 2004, I called attention to the problem, emphasizing that the set of analyses that produce a sociology of sociology "obliges a return to the same problems, revealing shared frameworks of values" (Arruda, 2004: 116) .
5 On the intervention project contained in Fernandes's sociology, see Arruda & Garcia (2003) , especially part 2.
6 On the repercussions of conservative modernization in the cultural sphere, see Arruda (2015a) . article | maria arminda do nascimento arruda outside the scope of the present article. See Martins (2016) and Singer (2012) .
9 Dimitri C. Fernandes (2017: 102) stresses that despite this potential for the "conceptual self-consciousness imbuing the present-day sociology of culture, a certain confusion or disagreement can also be seen with regard to the handling and comprehension of 'culture.'" In my view, however, the sociology of culture developed a solid and diversified conceptual framework that allows its practitioners to construct interpretations based on a variety of objects.
Furthermore, achieving complete consensus within our disciplines is always highly unlikely. 
